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Res pons i ve to the restriction re qui r erne nr. set 
f o r th in the Official Action of February 24, 2003, appl Leant 
elects Group- 3, claims 16-2 7, drawn to a liquid crystal 
display apparatus, wi th t r a v erse . 

The recjuire:r.ent is oelievod to be improper, 



: o r n e I o i. _i ow r n 



reasons : 

The Official Action suggests that, 

identified m conr.octi.cn with Groups A ana R 

i n v e r: tiens in this relationship are d i stinct 



:e invent.. i ens 



c a n d o 



TAKE I SH I \ / 7 3 9 , 2 3 6 

shown that (I) the: combi nation as claiired does net reauire 
the particulars of the s abcomo r na to c u as cl aimed tor 
patentability, and (2) that the subcomt in a t ion has utility 
oy itself or in other combinations. 

I n support of this, the Official Action states 
that. the combination in Gro^p B does not require the 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed because the 
liquid crystal di.= p>lay can function independently of the 
specific mounting configuration of the subcomb i nao i on . the 
Official Action further states that the subcombination has 
Eeparate utilities such as a signal processing circuit board 
compris ir.g a variable electronic element can be used in any 
electronic device. While this assertion appears correct, 
MP EE' §306. 05(c) does not support the reasoning behind the 
res tricti on requirement . 

Specifically, the language of MPEP §306.05(0) 
states that: the inventions are distinct if it can be shown 
-hat a combination as c 1 a i me d docs n o f r e q u i r e f h e 
particulars of the subcombination as claimed for 

Accordingly, the combination wculd include features that are 
novel or unobvious over the prior art other than the- 
reat, ures of the subcombination. 
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The Official Acti 



on has stated that the liquid 



crystal display can function independently of the specific 
mount inq configuration of the subcombination . Wnether the 
liquid crystal display can function independently of the 
specific mounting configuration of the subcombination is not 
the standard for distinctness of inventions as set forth in 
MPEP §806. 05(c). What is required is that there are 

additional patentable features other than what is rec i. ted in 
the subcombination. 



standard for distinctness was applied in the Official Action 
and that the restriction requirement is improper and must oe 
v/ 1 t Indrawn . 

An action on the merits of all si aims now in the 
application is therefore respectfully reque s ted . 

Respect fu Lly submitted, 
YOUNG THOMPSON 
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